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HEFCE Commissioned Research on University League Tables  











Methodology and Quality Standards of Rankings held in 
Berlin in May 2006. the main outcome of that meeting 
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good practice in Hei rankings – the Berlin Principles on 









Rankings and league tables should:
A)  Purposes and goals of rankings
  Be one of a number of diverse approaches to the 













3  Recognize the diversity of institutions and take the 







4  Provide clarity about the range of information sources 








5  Specify the linguistic, cultural, economic, and historical 







B)  Design and weighting of indicators



















9  Make the weights assigned to different indicators (if 






Berlin Principles on Ranking of Higher Education Institutions
[see http://www.che.de/downloads/Berlin_Principles_iReg_534.pdf]
6Digest Supplement
C)  Collection and processing of data
0  Pay due attention to ethical standards and the good 










2  Include data that are collected with proper procedures 















D)  Presentation of ranking results
5  Provide consumers with a clear understanding of all of 
the factors used to develop a ranking, and offer them 






6  Be compiled in a way that eliminates or reduces errors 
in original data, and be organized and published in a 
way that errors and faults can be corrected. institutions 
and the public should be informed about errors that 
have occurred.
Berlin, 20 May 2006
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